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Of AppPLYING for the 


REPEAL or EXPLANATION. 
O F 7 H E 


CORPORATION 


TEST A078 


BO UT Three Years a- 
go, when the Contro- 
verſy was amongſt the 
 Diſſenters upon this 
Queſtion, — Whether 
dhe | then | preſent were 
a proper Time to apply 
to Parliament for a Repeal, or an Expla- 
nation of, the Corporation and Teſt Adds. 
— A Pamphlet was publiſh'd to adjuſt 


the Diſpute, by ſhewing that NOT IME 


at all would be proper to apply to Par- 
liament for that Purpoſe. There may be 


poſſibly ſome Circumſtances, which may 


make it more difficult at one Time than 


another to do what is right in itſelf: But 
ä when one conſiders the Diſſenters as“ hear- 


„ ty 


44 


Friends to the Cauſe of Liberty; 
x „they have always been firm to 
the Principles of the Revolution; that 
bo * they are inviolably attached to the pre- 
= ſent Royal Family ; that no Arts, no 
| Oppreliions, have ever warp'd them from 
their Duty to King GEORGE; that 
(they have always joined theirWeight and 
Intereſt to thoſe whom they Knew to be 
Enemies to the Pretender, and his Cauſe ; 
that © they have alwavs readily and wil- 
Hingly concur'd in all fuch Meaſures ass 
might ſecure the Proteſtant Intereſt; ö 
when theſe Things are conſider'd, it Ss 4 
ſeem hard to fix upon any Time as not pro- 
per, either for them to apply for, or for 
a Parliament not to grant them, the Com- 
mon Rights of Subjects. Ts it right, that 
Men who have laboured under an unrea- 
ſonable Burden for many Years, ſhould 
therefore continue under it for eyer? Or- 
is it not ſurpriſing that the Miſchiefs 
of hurting Men in their Civil Rights, 
purely on Account and for the Sake of 
their Religious Opinions, ſhould not be 
ſeen and openly acknowledged by all? 
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T Is plain from the Experience of a hun- 

dred and fifty Years, that Force, or Penal 

Laws, or Perſecution under any Shape or 

1 5 Name, whether the Grioyance of Nega- 
| | tive 
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LT 
tive Diſcouragements, or of Poſitive ones, 
has not cured the Evil of Diſſention from. 
the Eſtabliſhed Church. It has been ſo far 
from producing this Effect, that on the con- 
trary it has produced, and it cannot but pro- 
duce, a great diſlike to all who are Friends 
to, or plead for Penal Laws ; it has 
cauſed an Alienation of Affections, a Diſ- 
union of Intereſts ; oftentimes a Deſertion 
of Men's native Country, and in Conſe- 
quence of that, the Loſs of Manufactures, 


the Loſs of Hands, and all the Evils that 


attend the weakening of a Society. Now 
as theſe Evils ariſe from a certain known 
Cauſe, a Practice contrary to that muſt 
produce the contrary Effects in the ſame 
Degrees, in Proportion as the Cauſe is re- 


moved, the Effect will ceaſe: And con- 
ſequently, the total removing of an Un- 


eaſineſs which has cauſed ſo much Miſ- 
chief to the Commonweal, muſt be a ſure 
Foundation for Peace, and Unanimity, 


and all the Bleſſings of Concord and Har- 
Wb 


LT is a known Fact, allowed even by 


thoſe who are againſt the Repeal of the 
Corporation and Teſt Acts, that, in Pro- 


8 to the Liberty granted to the 
iſſenters, real Ad vantages have ariſen. 


The Author of The Diſpute adjn/ted 


acknow- 


A 


acknowledges, that “ We have had long 


« Experience of the good Effects of what 
« was then ſettled, when the Toleration 
was granted. He ſhould therefore have 
proved, that no further good Efferte can 


be obtain'd by removing the preſent Grie- 


vance; or, which is much the ſame Thing, 


that thoſe acknowledged good ,E Forts 9 


were all that could be produced by grant- 


ing a full Toleration. Tis certain that 
the Toleration granted to the Diſſenters is. 
a limited one; not of that Latitude to 


which it might have been. extended. Now 
if the good Effects of it, are in Propor- 
tion to the Liberty indulged, why will 
not a greater Degree of Liberty produce 
more good Effects? For as long as Grie- 


vances laſt, and Grievances produce ill 


Effects, ſo Jong Degrees of Liberty may 


be granted i in order to produce good Ef- 


feats. If therefore the preſent Tolera- 
tion has, by the Confeſſion of the greateſt 
Churchmen now living, produced good 
Effects, I cannot but argue that it would 
produce more, were ſuch Grievances re- 


moved as ſtill remain upon the Diſſenters. 


Ix will be faid perhaps, & That a more 
«extenſive Toleration might poſſibly pro- 
«duce ſome good to the Diſſenters; but 
* 1 it would hurt the Church 
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C1 
WERE this indeed the Caſe, that i in 
the Community the Majority would be 


juſt ſo much hurt as the Minority is in- 


dulged in what is right, then I ſhould 
Wal acknowledge that 20 good Effect 
was to be expected from ſuch a Law. But 


this is plainly not the Caſe: For by ex- 
tend ng the Toleration to the Removal of 
all Grieyances, the Diſſenters would only 


gain their Liberty, which 1s a common 


Piece of Juſtice due to them; and the 


Church would not be hurt. Forty Years 
ago the Diſſenters were defirous of a To- 
leration, and could not bear the Penal 
Laws which were executed with great 


Degrees of Rigour. The Churchmen were 
then as unwilling to come into a Tolera- 
tion, as now they are to the Repeal of the 
: Teſt Act; and this for fear that the Church 


ſhould be hurt. But Forty Years Expe- 


rience has, or might convince the Chureh- 
men, that they have been the great Gain- 
ers, and not the Diſſenters, by that Act. 
For *tis allowed, that the Diſſenters have 
not gained Ground on the Church ſince Li- 
berty has been indulged unto them. There 
is now ſcarce One Engliſh Peer amongſt 
them: Their Gentry is not at all Superior 
in Numbers to what it was before the Revo- 
: lution : And notwithſtanding that Intereſt, 
is ſtill very great, 74 it is on all Hands 


on- 


PRI 
confeſſed not to have encreaſed, ſince Li- 
berty has been granted to them. The Free 
Converſation of Churchmen and Diſſen- 
ters, and its not being any longer a Matter 
of Reproach to keep Company with them, 


has very much taken off that Rancour 


and Bitterneſs on the one Side, and that 
Contempt, and Reproach and Ridicule on 
the other, which too much formerly ap- 


peared : Neither the one Side, nor the 


other, looks upon its Adverſary as once 
they did. Liberty has very much con- 
ciliated their Minds; and the Conſequence 
has been, Peace and Good - nature to a 


very great Degree. And were this Li- 
berty which now is the Subject of Debate 


granted to them, the Reſult would be, 


not that the Church would be hurt; not 
that it would be deprived of its Bevenues, 


or have its Rites and Ceremonies altered, 
or its Ford eges leſſened ; but on the con- 
trary, as Juſtice would be done and the 


Cauſe of Uneaſinels removed, many would 
conform ; and thoſe who did not, would 


have no Reaſon to complain. 


Tuk wre therefore ought, in 
Point of Policy and Intereſt, to grant toDiſ- 


ſenters all the Liberty they can. I do not 


concern my ſelf here with the Juſtice or 
Equity of * or explaining theſe 
Laws; — 
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ER 
' Laws; ---That tis doing to others, as we 
i would, were we undermoſt, be done by: 
Nor will Iconſider the unreaſonableneſs of 
treating the Diſſenters as Enemies to the Go- 
vernment, who are granted on all Hands to 
= KNOWN, experienced, hearty Friends to 
I do not concern my ſelf with the 
Confideradion of their being puniſhed with- 
out Fault; nay, for their doing what in 
Conſcience they are bound to do: But 1 
conſider this Matter at preſent merely o- 
Zitically ; and ſetting aſide the Moral and 
Religious Reaſons for the Repeal or Expla- 
nation of theſe Acts, which ſhall be conſider- 
ed hereafter, I maintain that theſe incapaci- 
tating Acts are detrimental to the Church 
1 elf; that they are ſuited to keep wp that 
Interck which the Church ſhould be glad 
to have leſſened; and therefore that every 
Churchman ought to he for the Repeal or 
Explanation of them. But whether this 
ſort of Reaſoning be 1ight or wrong, muſt 
be left to the Judgment of ſuch as have 
obſerved human Nature, and are acquaint- 
ed with the Hiſtories of paſt Times, 


Bur without inſiſting on theſe Fern 
any further; I ſhall procced directly to con- 
ſider what has been faid 5 in Proof, that no 
Time is proper to attempt to get the Corpo- 
ration and Teſt Acts repealed or explained. 
| B . 
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Tur Author of The Diſpute adjuſted 


begins with obſerving, © That in the Act 


«of Toleration the Diſſenters are expreſly 
included in the Diſabilities and Penal- 
« ties of the Teſt Act.“ They are fo: 


And this I contend to be one great In- _ 


ſtance of the Imperfection of that Law. 


What an unknown Author ſays, may per- 


haps be of no great Weight to the Rea- 


der. But as an uncommon Degree of Re- 
gard is juſtly paid to Mr. Locke's Au- 
thority, I cannot but obſerve, that Mr. 


Locke, at the Time when the A& of To- 


leration paſſed, very juſtly complained, 


that it was not of that Latitude and Ex- 


teut which true Chriſtians, ſuch as had 


no by-Ends to ſerve, could wiſh; and 


that it was only a good Beginning, upon 
which ſome time or other in After-times 


the Church of Chriſt might be eſtabliſn- 


ed; it was getting ſamething done; it 
was laying the Foundations of Peace and 


Liberty. His Words to Mr. Limborch 


are— © Tolerantiam, apud nos jam tan- 


« dem lege flabilitam te ante hæc audi- 
„ie nullus dubito : Non ea forſan lati- 


« tudine, qua tu, et tui ſimiles, veri et 


ſiue ambitione. vel invidia, Chriſtiani 


60 optarent ; /ed aliquid ef prodire tenus. 


« His initiis acta ſpero ſunt libertatis 


&« ef pacis fundamenta, n N 
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« da olim exit Chriſti eccleſia. 7a” Mr. 
Locke's Letters, p. 330. How different 


was Mr. Locke's Judgment from that of 


this Author? Mr. Locke thought the Act 
of Toleration not of that Latitude that 


it ought to have been: This Writer thinks 
that & the Bounds between the Church 
c and the Diſſenters cannot be wore Wiſe- 


« ly adjuſted than 1t 1s at preſent,” Mr. 


: 12 thought it a tolerable Beginning : 
This Author thinks it a finiſhed Work. 
Mr. Locke thought it ſomething 20 get ſo 
far This Writer thinks that they never 
| dug to get farther. Mr. Locke con- 
ceived, that the Foundations of Peace 
and Liberty were laid, upon which so- 
TIME OR OTHER Te Church of Chriſt 
- might be eſtabliſhed ; this Writer concei ves 
that whenever any Alteration in that Act 


is made, © the Peace of this Country ts 
% af an End.” 


He goes on, © In the latter End of 


'< Q. Anne's Reign. an Act was paſſed 


Las 
| 


* againſt Occaſional Confermiſts ; but 


this was repealed in the Beginning of 
the next Reign, upon 7he/e Con/tdera- 
tions, as we may {ſuppoſe among others: 
That by receiving the Sacrament ac- 


+ 
Ln 


| * cording to the Church of England, 


A they did all that the Teſt Act requires: 


B 1 | 'That 


. 12 ] 


40 T hat ſuch receiving it was an Evi- | 
« dence, that tho' they liked their own n 
e Way better, they did not think ours 
« unlawful: That the Act of Toleration 


could not be ſuppoſed to leave them 
« in a worſe Condition than it found 
them: And that they might have no 
Pretence to lay they did not enjoy their 
Toleration to the 7: 8: -::- 


Ex 
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J will not bias to ſay what were 
the Reaſons that determined every parti- 
cular Perſon to Vote for the Repeal of 
that Act. No doubt it was in that Caſe, 
as it is in many others; ſome are deter- 
mined by one ſoit of Motive, others are 
determined by others. Intereſt, perſonal 
Attachments, and privateViews very often 
influence, where the ſtrongeſt Reaſons can- 
not prevail. But as hat Act is now re- 
pealed, how comes it here to be mention- 
ed, in order to ſhew that 20 Time at all is 
proper to get a Repeal or Explanation of 
the Teſt Act? In the Days of outrage- | 

ous Zeal the Occaſional Bill was paſſed : = 
And not long after, it was repealed. How | 
does this ſhew that no Time #s proper for 

the Diſſenters to try to get a Repeal of the 
Teſt Act, 1o far as it may concern them? 
What Connection is there between the 
Point to be ſhewn, and the mention of 
3 this 
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this repealed Act? None at all. But only 
it ſerved to introduce this invidious Re- 
mark, © That the preſent Attempt to Re- 
« peal the Corporation and Teft Acts is to 
let in thoſe into Places of Power and 

« 'Truſt, who think the Service of the 
Church of England ſinful : Who have 
% not only a rooted A verſion to it, but 
think themſelves bound iu Conſcience 

to do all that is in cheir Power to de- 
« ſtroy it.“ 


** 


* 


* 


THE Occaſional Bill was, that Diſſen— 


ters, who ſhould qualify themſelves for 
Offices according to the % Act, were re- 
- Trained from going to Conventicles as long 


as they continued in thoſe Offices. This 


* ſuppoſes, that as ſoon as they were our 


of Office they might return to Conven- 
ticles again. Perſons therefore that occa- 


 ſionally conform'd, were actually let into 


Plates of Power and T ruſt ; and I never 
heard that any Injury was done to the 


Church by this ſort of Communicants. 


They came into Places of Power and 


 * 'Truft; and when they had ſerved their 
Offices, they returned to that Way of 
Worſhip which they liked better: and 


notwithſtanding all the Outcries againſt 
Occaſional Communion, and the Dangers 
to the Church Which were then pretend- 

ed, 


[ 14 } 


ed, Ido not remember one ſingle Inſtance, 


wherein the Church received any detri- 
ment. 


Bur the Caſe would be altered, were 


the Teſt Act repealed or explained. Why ? 
| Becauſe © to Repeal the Corporation and 


« Teſt Acts, is to let in thoſe to Places 


« of Power and T ruſt, who, 
£ 


think 


* 


1 6 all that is in their Power to deſtroy 
Cc it OF ow, 


1 /,, WerE theſe Acts explained or re- 
pealed, tis a groſs Miſtake to ſay that 
this would be to let in thoſe into Places 
of Power and Truſt, who think the Ser- 
vice of the Church to be ſinful. It only 
makes ſuch Capable of ſuch Offices. But 
is a Capacity for a Place, or rather, the 
removing an Incapacity for a Place, the 


ſame as giving, or actual having, aPlace 5 


But, 


24%, LE r us ſuppoſe a Diſſenter, and 
one too that has a rooted Averſion”” to 


the Church of England, actually in a Place 
of Power and Truſt. Suppoſe him to be 
Mayor of a Corporation, Sheriff of a 
County, a Juſtice of Peace, or, if you 


pleaſe, in any San Civil or Military : 


And 


themſelves bound in Conſcience to do 


Rey «a - Oc e ac my oa. Ln AY 


_—_ [ Is 4 
And ſuppoſe him too to © think himſelf 
2 bound in Conſcience to do all that is 
e in his Power to deſtroy” the Church. 
I would ask, what Power has he to de- 
* fro, or hurt, the Church by his being 
3 4M Offices? ? Can he alter the Main- 
tenance of the eſtabliſhed Clergy ? Can he 
change the Government, or the Diſci- 
7 pline, of the Church? Can he alter the 
Kites and Ceremonies of it? Could an 
Admiral, or a General, change our Ar- 
ticles, or Common-Prayer ? How much 
les could a Mayor of a Corporation, or 
a Juſtice of Pare do the Church any 
1 | Miſchief * Tet Officers muſt all be 
governed by Law, as well as others; and 
© they have not the Power of making or 
changing Laws in their Hands, more than 
if they had the greateſt Affection to the 
Church: They have no more Power to 
deſtroy the Cinch, merely by being in 
© ſuch Places of Power, than if they bad 
1 not ſuch Poſts. Beſides ; ; 


4 34 , Waar is it this Way of Reaſon- 
ing in this Author /#ppoſes ? Why, that 
as ſoon as ever the Teſt Act is out of the 
Way, all Diſſenters are to be put into 
Places of Power, and all Churchmen turn- 
ed or kept out: That none but ſuch as 
hbave © 4 rooted Aver ſion to the — 
. 0 


* 


[16 ] 


of England are to be let into Places of | 

Truſt; and that all Offices are to be filled 1 
with ſuch Men. Has the Church of Eng- 
land to behaved it ſelf, as to give Occa- 
ſion for ſuch a Suſpicion ? Can this Wri= 
ter pay ſuch a wicked Compliment as this, 
either to the Church, or to his Majeſty, © } 
as to think that the King will diſcard the 
Church of England without any Demerit ? 
Or does this Author think that the Church- 
men have ſuch a Degree of Demerit, as 
to deſerve ſuch Uſage ? Unleſs one or 


other of theſe Caſes be ſuppoſed, there 
will always be enow in Places of Power 


and Truſt to guard againſt theſe imagi- 


nary Conſequences, and to ſecure the 


Church againſt theſe grand Attempts of 
ſuch as ſhall be admitted into Places of 3 
Truſt, Or Power. 


athiy, I MusT abſerve, that in the 
preſent Conſtitution of England, it is not 1 
the Perſons in Offices (who are only the 
Execnutors of the Law) which can ſub- 
vert or deſtroy the Eſtabliſhment, but it 
muſt be the Perſons that can get into Par- 
liament, who, if they are reſol ved to de- 


ſtroy the Church, muſt do it. If a Mayor, 


or a Sheriff, or a Juſtice of Peace, or 
any Officer whatever acts inconſiſtent with, 


or contrary to Law, W eſiminſter-Hala, 
3 . or 


[17] 
or the Houſe of Lords, is a Check ſuf 


[ | ficien to controul him. Should therefore 


„ 5 
1 
* 


one of theſe © rooted Enemies” co the 
2 attempt illegally to deſtroy, or 


| ; hurt, the Church, the Law is open, and 
1 he will certainly meet with Juſtice. It 


| muſt be then in Parliament from whence 
this Storm muſt come. But then, this 
Writer forgets that the Teſt Act is no 


E: Guard againſt Diſſenters being choſe in- 
to Parliament: They are qualified equally 


win others to ſit there now; and there 
are ſeyeral at this Time in the Houſe of 
E Commons So that with all the Outcry 
Lo a © rooted Averſion” in Diſſenters to 
; the Church; and of their being “ bound 


3 


3 t in Conſtience to do all in their Power 
d to deſtroy” it, the Teſt Act keeps them 
12x out of ſuch A only where they cannot 


hurt it; and they are at Liberty notwith- 
be that to get to Parliament 
2 where they ay hurt it, but ever have 
7 attempted to hurt it. I will add one more 
Foa, and that is, 


— 4 ; 
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| Toh, I. ET us ſuppoſe that theſe | | 
Men have this © rooted Averſi on” ſo 
much dreaded; — Which is the Way to 
ſoften Mens Mind, and to remove all 


Obſtinacy, and to make them leſs diſpoſed, 


to return Evil for Evil? Is it to treat them 
with Juſtice and Kindneſs, and Civility and 1 
Generoſity, when you have them in your 
Power; or is it to oppreſs, and harraſs, 


and inflict farther Hardſhips upon them ? 


Which is the moſt likely Method to make © 
Men do what is Right whenever it is in 
their power to do otherwiſe good Uſage, 1 
and upright honeſt Dealing; or what na- 
turally makes Men ttndy Revenge and | 


Retaliation, and promotes eternal Eamity ? 


He goes on, 


Muc has been ſaid about the Pro- a 
e priety or Impropriety of making the 
« Sacrament a Teſt in Civil Affairs; . and 


ſince this Author tells us, that © the main + 
point is not, what Kind of Teſt is moſt 
2 proper ang cffeftual, but whether or na 


| > ">: he 
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| © there ought to be any Teſt at all,” I will 
J 3 | endeayour t to anſwer Gently to this. | 

11 acknowLEDG: E then, That chere 5 
74 J auch to be @ Teſt, by which tlie Friends 
2 may be diſtinguiſhed from the Enemies of 
the Government; and by which the Ene- 
43 mies of it may be kept out of all Places 
of Power and Profit. But then, That 
7 ought not to be made a Teft which treats 
' 7 known Friends and known Enemies in the 
1 /ame Manner; and puts no Diſtinction, 
or makes no Difference, betwixt them. The 
i Proteſtant Diſſenters are known to be 
as hearty and as ſincere Subjects to the 
King, as any other Subjects in his Maje- 
ſty's Dominions. The Papiſts are by Prin- 
ciple, and therefore always are, avowed 
Enemies to his Perſon and to his Govern- 
ment. The One are ready always to 
i J : give, and always do give the ſtrongeſt E- 
. 2 yidences of their Affection: The Other 
never do, nor ever will. The One there- 
fore has a Claim of Right to a Toleration 
in its fulleſt Extent and Latitude; whilſt 
the Other can have no Claim of Right to 
| C'S duch 
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ſuch Indulgence, in a State where they 
refuſe to give the common Eyidences of 


Allegiance. A Teſt therefore which treats | 
theſe two Sorts of Men equally and in 
the /ame Manner, muſt be very unfair, 
and unreaſonable, and impolitick. 


AND now I have own'd that which is | 
here ſuppoſed to be the main Point, 1 
cannot but think it proper to deſcend to 
the other Point, viz. © What Kind of | 
Teſt is moſt proper and moſt effectual.? 
And here if a Teſt can be deviſed that 
will keep out Papiſts, and not keep out | 


Proteflant Diſenters, from Places of a 


Power and Truſt, That muſt be a Right ; 
one. Now the Teſt preſcribed for every | 
Member of the Houſe of Lords and Com- | 


mons, will effectually anſwer this End; 


ſince we find by Experience that it has kept . 
out the Popiſh Lords from ſitting in the | 


Houſe of Peers, and keeps out all Papiſts N 
effectually from the Houſe of Commons; 


and therefore might likewiſe from all Places 


By 


' 

f 5 

7 3 
* 


7* 
1 


of Power, or Profit, or Truſt, in the 
Kingdom, | 


j 21 ] 


By an Act paſſed in 1678, 2. e. fix 
Years after the Teſt Act, it is enacted, 


Z 'That no Perſon that now 1s, or hereafter 


ſhall be a Peer of this Realm, or Member 


of the Houſe of Peers, —or a Member of 

the Houſe of Commons, ſhall Vote, or 
is Sit there, until he ſhall firſt take the 
ſeveral Oaths of Allegiance and Suprema- 


0 4 cy, and make this Declaration following. 


5 


| declare, that I do believe, that in the 


A. B. 45 ſolemnly and ſincerely, in the 
Preſence of God, profeſs, teſtify and 


Secrament of the Lord's Supper, there 
is not any Tranſubſtantiation of the E- 


lemeuts of Bread and Wine, into the 
Body and Blood of Chrift, at or after 


the Conſecration thereof, by any Per ſor 


pt whatſoever : And that the Invocation, 


or Adoratiou of the Virgin Mary, or 


fis ¶ any other Saint, and the Sacrifice of the 
Ss; 2 Maſs, as they are now uſed in the Church 
es = of Rome, are Superſtitions and Idola- 


& zrous. Aud I do ſolemnly, in the Pre- 
# ence of God, profeſs, 0 and declare, 


That 


4] 


that J do make this Declaration, and 3 


every Part thereof, in the plain 0 or- 
dinary Senſe of the Words read unto me, 
as they are commonly underflood by Eng- 
liſh Proteſtants, without any Evaſion, E- 


zuivocation, or mental Reſervation Wal. 


ſoever, and without any Diſpenſation 


already granted me for this Purpo ſe by 2 
the Pope, or any Authority or Per ſon 


Lhat ſoever, or without any Hope of any 


fuch. Diſpenſation from any Perſon or 
Authority whatſdever, or without think- 


ing that I am, or may be acquitted be- 
fore God or Man, or abſobved of this 
Declaration, or any Part thereof, altho © 
the Pope, or any other Perſon or Per- 
ſons, or Power whatſdever ſhould dio 
penſe with, or annul the ſame, or de- 


clare that it was null or void from the 
. 


Sv PPOSE now that this Teſt were 


made the Teſt for all Places of Truſt and 
Power; that every Perſon before his Ad- 
miſſion were to take the Oaths of Alle- 


glance and. Su premacy, -and make the De- 3 


claration 1 N 


CT l 
| claration above-mentioned, would not = 
1 very Papiſt be kept out of all Offices, 
Juſt as now chen are kept out of the Par. 
A liament Houſe? And might not all others 
be made capable of holding Offices, with- 
Þ out any Danger to our Conſtitution | in 
Church or State? What one bad Conſe- 
quence then could ariſe, were this Mat- 
ter ſet upon a right Foot, and a proper Teſt 
1 applied to what was originally deſigned? 
The Papiſi muſt ceaſe to be a Papiſt be- 
fore he could comply with ſuch a Teft, and 
none but Papiſts could be excluded by it. 


1 Bur this Author goes on thus: © There 
is one Thing obſervable in the Teſt 
;< Act, which has not been conſtantly at- 
4 © tended to, tho' of ſome Importance in 
4 the preſent Caſe. The Diſſenters plead, 
| © that there was no Deſire or Intention in 
* © the Legiſlature to include them in the 
2 © Diſabilities and Penalties of that AQ.” 
This he grants here; and in p. 6. he ex- 
3 © prelily ſays, © The Teſt Act had a 
s more immediate Eye to the Papiſts :* 22 
| And had he not granted it, it might have 
C been 


Tr 
that I do make this Declaration, and 
every Part thereof, in the plain 4 or- 
dinary Senſe of the Words read unto me, 
as they are commonly underflood by Eng- 
liſh Proteſtants, without any Evaſion, E- 
gui vocation, or mental Reſervation hat. 
ſoever, and without any Diſpenſation 
already granted me for this Purpoſe by 
the Pope, or any Authority or Perſon 
 <vhatſoever, or without any Hope of any 


ſuch. Diſpenſation from any Perſon or 
Authority what ſever, or without think- 


ing that I am, or may be acquitted be- 


fore God or Man, or abſolved of this 


Declaration, or any Part thereof, altho © 


the Pope, or any other Perſon or Per- 


ſons, or Power whatſoever ſhould dife 


penſe with, or annul the ſame, or de- 
clare that it was null or void from the 
Funk. 


SupPOSE now that this Teſt were 


made the Teſt for all Places of Truſt and ? 


Power; that every Perſon before his Ad- 
| miſfon were to take the Oaths of Alle- 


Siance and Supremacy, and make the De- $ 
; claration L 
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ö | claration above-mentioned, would not e- 


very Papiſt be kept out of all Offices, 
"ut as now they are kept out of the Par. 
| Hiament Houſe ? And might not all others 
be made capable of holding Offices, with- 
out any Danger to our Conflicution in 
Church or State? What one bad Conſe- 
quence then could ariſe, were this Mat- 


3 ter ſet upon a right Foot, and a proper Teſt 
ö applied to what was originally deſigned ? 
The Papiſt muſt ceaſe to be a Papiſt be- 
fore he could comply with ſuch a Teſt, and 
4 none but Papi ſts could be excluded by it. 


Bur this Author goes on thus: “ There 
is one Thing obſervable in the Teſt 


Act, which has not been conſtantly ate 


tended to, tho' of ſome Importance in 
the preſent Caſe. The Diſſenters plead, 
* that there was no Deſire or Intention in 
the Legiſlature to include them in the 
„ Diſabilities and Penalties of that Act.“ 


0 This he grants here; and in p. 6. he ex- 


| preſely lays, © The Teſt Act had a 
more immediate Eye to the Papiſts :* Mn 
dad had he not granted it, it might have 
been 


[ 24 | 
been proved from the Title of the Act 
« An Act for preventing Dangers WORD | 
« may happen from Popiſh Recufants ;' "uy 
and from the firſt Words of the Act — 
« For preventing the Dangers which | 
« may happen from Popiſh Recuſants: 
And from the © Declaration in it againſt 


« Tranſubſtantiation.” He goes on with 


his Obſervation thus, — I would ask, 


« Why, beſides the Oaths of Allegiance 7 


and Supremacy, and the Declaration 
< againſt Tranſubſtantiation, did the Le- 


« giflature think fit to require the Sacrav- 
mental Teſt, which is the only Thing 

that affects the Diſſenters? The Anſwer 
« of a Diſſenter muſt be, That the Le- 


« giflature thought that they could not 
ce effectually exclude the Papiſis without 
« that Teſt.” Suppoſing that a Diſſen- 
ter ſhould allow this, tho' 'tis certain he 
is not obliged to give this Anſwer, yet 
admitting it — © The Conſequence is,” 
ſays this Author, © That if they did not 
“ deſire to exclude the Diſſenters from 
Offices, they muſt believe that a Sacra» 


. mental Teſt Was abſolutely neceſſary 
. 1 
10 


ts AS 
&* to exclude the Papiſts,” And ſup- 
poſe that That Parliament did believe this 


at that Time; What then? Is this the 


Conſequence, Therefore there can be 20 
Time at all proper to alter what they be- 


| 5 lie ved to be Right at that particular Time? 
Tis plain in Fact, that notwithſtanding 


the Teſt Act, ſome Recuſants took the 


Liberty to /it and vote in Parliament; 
and 'tis as plain, that the Meaſures which 
were afterwards taken to guard againſt 
that Inconventency, have effectually ſuc- 
2 ceeded. If fo; then it does not follow that 
That ent which paſſed the Teſt Act, 
muſt neceſſarily be a Standard to all ſac: | 


ceeding Parliaments. It certainly fail'd in 
that Point which they believed to be abſo- 
lutely neceſſary to exclude the Papiſis; 


and a following Parliament, five or ſix Years 
afterwards, removed the Inconvenience 


which the Makers of the Teſt Act did not: 


And we have now had ſeven or eight and 


fifty Years Experience of the Goodneſs of 
this Teſt, which has in Fact excluded Pa: 
Piſis, and will not hurt a Proteſtant Di 
2 ſexter. 
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THERE 1s no Queſtion about the O- 


pinion of the Parliament in 1672, about | 


the Teſt Act: And 'tis granted that That 
Parliament, at that Time, believed the Sa- 
cramental Teſt a very proper one. If the 


Conſequence from this is. — Therefore there 
can be no Time proper to Repeal or Ex- 
plain it; — I fay the ſame Conſequence 


would have followed, that no Time was 
proper to Repeal any of the Penal Laws 


which ſtood in Force before the Tolera- 4 


tion Act was paſs d. The ſame Reaſon exact- 


ly, at the Time of the Toleration, would * 


have proved that 20 Time was proper to 
Repeal them, as now is brought to pre- 
vent the Repeal or Explanation of the 
Teſt Acc. Nay, I maintain, that more 
might have been ſaid at that Time in 
their Favour, than now can be brought 
for the Continuance of the Teſt Act. Let 
us try this by an Induction of Particulars. 


AN Act paſſed in the 234 of Eliza- 
beth, entitled, An Af to retain the 
* 5 de 5 — ds iu their due 

Obe- 


K ti . 
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4 — ER : 
9 ; 


Y 1 

- | Obedience. By this Act, Every Perſon 

4 | above the Age of ſixteen Years, which 
hall not repair to ſome Church — ſhall 
3 * forfeit twenty Pounds of lawful Engliſh 
Mone) for every Month: And every 
Per ſon ſo forbearing by the Space of 
— 35 twelve Months — ſhall be bound with two 
» /ufficient Sureties in the Sum of 200 l. 
There is no Occaſion to cite more from 


dis AQ: 'Twas paſſed in 1580. 


- 8 _in 1586, another Act was paſſed for 
1 the /peedy and due Execution of certain 
Branches of the preceding Statute : And 
© *tis enacted, That every Feoffment, Gift, 
e Grant. Fee Alienation, Eſtate, 
e | Leaſe, Incumbrance, and Limitation of 
0 N of or out of any Lands, Tenements, or 
: Hereditaments whatever, had or made 
| by any Perſon which hath forborn or 
3 hall forbear to repair to ſome Church 
e which is revokable, — or for the be- 
* * hoof of him or his Family, — ſhall be 
void as tothe Penalty of the ſaid Statute. 


D 2 TRERE 


1 
THERE is no Occaſion to cite more 
Statutes which ſtand repealed by the Tole- 
ration Aci: But I'll ſuppoſe an Attempt 


made to get theſe Statutes repealed, at the * 


Time when the Toleration was depend- 


ing; and I argue that there zever c“ 


be a proper Time of applying for the Re- 
peal of theſe Acts, in the very Manner, 
nay, almoſt in the very Words, in which 
this Author argues againſt the preſent At- 
tempt. © The Legiſlature in tho Times 


« muſt believe that theſe Penal Laws were 
« abſolutely neceſſary for the Security of 


C 


* 


Religion, and the Support of the Church. 
% Upon which another Queſtion ariſes, 


« What then ſhall ſecure the Church, if 


Penal Laws be aboliſhed ? Not the Ex- 


C 


Lian 


« England in the moſt ſolemn Acts of 
« Worſhip, is a Security of the ſtrongeſt 
“ Kind: This is an open Acknowledg- 


=. 


ment, that our Church is a true Church, 


« and our Miniſtry a true Miniſtry, and 
« we true Members of the Catholick 
« Church of Chrift, tho' we retain cer- 

40 tain 


3 


« emption of Diſſenters from all Penalties ; | 
„but their joining W Olmert of 


» 1 

. tain Rites and Ceremonies which the 
: 1 « Papiſts ule,” and for this Reaſon no 
7 T. ime can be ever proper to grant an Ex- 
4 4 | emption from theſe Penalties. 


42 


*  Tusr ſuch an Argument is this, from 
— 1 the Teſt Add's being believed“ by the 
„ Parliament that made it, to be the proper- 
4 eſt Means to exclude all Diſſenters from 
Offices, therefore no Time can be proper to 
3 get it repealed. What if that Parliament 
believed ſo? So did the Parliament in 
1 1580, or 1586, believe that Penal Laws 
2 were the beſt Security to the Church : 
b That the Parliament that paſſed the Penal 
; Laws judg'd wrong, this Author makes 
= 1 no Scruple to declare, when he ſpeaks of 
the good Effects“ of the Toleration 
AQ, which repealed theſe Laws. And 
what if many Years Experience that the 
| Proteſtant Diſſenters are hearty Friends 
YE to our Monarchy and Government, ſhould 
„ © induce a Britiſh Parliament to treat them 
d hot as Enemies any longer; might they 
k | not do it by the ſame reaſon that they re- 
* 1 the Penal Laws, which long Ex- 
wad F 8 perience 
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perience ſhew'd to be an ill judg'd, falſe, 
ö and wicked Means to ſecure the Church? 


T Is certain that Penal Laws ſubſiſted 
l above a hundred Tears ; The Teſt Act 
has ſubſiſted but Sixty Three. Had any 
Man before the Toleration deſired a Re- 
peal of thoſe Laws which had ſubſiſted fo 
long, his Mouth might have been ſtop'd 
with the Reaſon ow given, why one 
ſhould not apply for the Repeal of the 
Teſt — viz. no time at all is proper for 
the Repeal. © The Parliament that fixed 
them, thought them abſolutely neceſ- 
„ ſary for the Security of the Church. 
and we have found their Effects in a 
hundred Years Experience.” But yet 
| after the Experience of a hundred Years, © 
what had been thought good, was thought 
proper to be repealed at laſt, notwith- 
ſtanding ſuch Arguments for them: And the 
« good Effects of what was then ſettled” 
is now experienced, and confeſſed. 


«Tr will not. be denied, ” ſays this Au- F 
thor, p. 6. that the Corporation and Teſt | 
wy 
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Accs were deſigned for the Security and 
F 60 Support of the Eſtabliſned Conſtitu- 
( tion in Church and State.” Therefore, 
vrhat? Therefore no Time can at all be pro- 
1 per to apply for a Repeal of them. Ap- 
3 ply this Reaſoning to that pious Bill in 
Queen Anne's Time, The Occaſional Act. 
That was DESIGNED for preſerving 
1 che Proteſtant Religion by better ſecuring 
the Church of England as by Law eſta- 
2 liſhed, and for confirming the Tolera- 
3 tion granted to Proteſtant Diſſenters. Yet 
2 notwithſtanding this good Declaration, and 
De ien in the Parliament, that paſs'd it, 
3 the Occaſional Act was juſtly repealed ; 
„ and this without any hurt to the E- 
3 « ftabliſhed Conſtitution in Church and 
: „State.“ If therefore the Reaſoning in 
3 the 6th page, from the De/7 gn to ſecure 
it and ſupport the Conſtitution in Church 
4 1 and State, be concluſive, that Therefore 
1e 4 10 Time is proper to apply tor a Repeal 
” 4 of the Teſt Act; the very next two Pages, 
Vhere he treats of the Repeal of the Oc- 
"aſi onal Bill, are a Contradiction to it. 


u- And ſo _ what he thinks of © great 


"2 


ft > 2 1 Importance“ 


e 
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Importance“ in p. 10, 11, where he | I 
argues from what a Parliament believes to 


liament very commonly Reveals what an- 3 
other believed to be neceſſary. 


© We have heard much of NaturalRights, | 1 
and the unjuſt Invaſion of thoſe __— 4 


N 


be neceſſary, is in flat Contradiction to an 1 
Proceedings in Parliament; ſince one Par. | 6 


a4 * 
we” Fs 4 
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From the Conſideration of theſe Ad F 
of Parliament, this Author next proceeds 4 
to conſider the Arguments uſually urged Y 
in Favour of the Diſſenters; and fas, Y 


« by the Corporation and Teſt Acts, p. 11. 
Then, to ſhew that no Nn can be! 
drawn from Natural Rights, he proceedeſ 
thus: © But is not Socicty and Goyern- 
“ment it ſelf founded in an Abridgment | 
« of Natural Rights, in ſuch Inſtances, ® 
and ſuch Degrees, as in the Jud 
aof the Legiſlature, the Safety and Wel- 
fare of the }/ vote requires?“ 1 anſwer, | 4 


n that Society and Govern- 
« ment is founded in an Abridgment of 
Natural Rights: But then 'tis only 7 


14 


9 in the Abridement of ſuch natural Rights 
as Civil Society and Government were in- 
ſtituted to preſerve: Tis not founded in 
the Abridgment of all and every natural 
Right; but only of ſuch as concern Mens 
7 Liberty and Property, or the Things of 
this Life. When therefore this Author 
puts the Queſtion in a confuſed indefinite 
Manner, — © Is not Society founded in 
7 © an Abridgement of natural Rights in 
„ ſich Inftances, and ſuch Degrees, as in 
the Judgment of the Legiſlature, the 
3 « Safety and Welfare of the Whole re- 
0 * quires? © — He puts it in ſuch a Manner, 


that it may be equally true to anſwer in 
the Neg gative, as well as in the Affirma- 
tive. And 'tis this artificial blending to- 
gether Things which ought to be kept 
diſtinct, which is the Occaſion of all the 
Confuſion in this Queſtion, A Man can 
impower his Repreſentative to give away 
whatever he can give away himſelf; he 


can alienate his Property; he can intruſt 


another with the Power of making Laws 
for the Protection and Security of That, 


for which Society was founded. But it 


E e, 


has never yet been proved that a Man can 
alienate his own Judgment, or his own * 
Thoughts, about God; or about that which 


SY 


alone can make him acceptable to God : 


nor is Society founded upon an Abridg- 


ment of this fort of Natural Rights. 
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TRE Judgment and Authority of Mr. 
Locke is fo great, that I ſhall chooſe to 
_ expreſs my Sentiments in the Words of 8 
his firſt Letter concerning Toleration. 
cc 


Concerning ontward Worſhip, I ſay 


that the Magiſtrate has 20 Power to en- 


force by Law, either in his own Church, 
or much leſs in another, the Uſe of any 
Rites and Ceremonies whatever in the 


Worſhip of God. — Perhaps it may be 3 


concluded from hence, that I deny unto 
the Magiſtrate all Manner of Power a- 
bout 2ndifferent Things. No. But it 


does not therefore follow that the Ma- 1 
giſtrate may ordain whatever he pleaſes 3 


concerning any Thing that 1s indiffe- 
rent.” If this be underſtood, *twill 


plainly ſhew, what Mr. Locke's Sentiments 
were about the Right of the Legiſlature 


to 
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to abridge © Natural Rights in ſuch In- 
e ſtances, and in ſuch Degrees as it pleaſes.” 
He goes on, and ſpeaks directly to the 


Point in hand. But ſome may ask, 
What if the Magiſtrate ſhould enjoin 


any Thing by his Authority that ap- 
Y « pears unlawful to the Conſcience of a 
private Perſon ? I anſwer, — If the 
F< Law indeed be concerning Things that 
lie not, N. B. within the Verge of the 
Magiſtrates Authority, (as for Ex- 
„ ample, that the People, or any Party 

among them, ſhould be compelled to 


embrace a STRANGE Religion, and 
<< join in the Worſhip and Ceremonies of 
another Church,) Men are not in theſe 
Caſes obliged by that Law againſt their 
Conſciences. For the Political Society 
is inſtituted for no other End, but on- 
4 to ſecure every Man's Poſſeſſion of 
the Things of this Life. The Care of 
each Man's Soul, and of the Things of 
Heaven, which neither does belong tothe 
Common-wealth, nor can be ſubjected 
x to it, is left entirely to every Man's 
ſelf. — But what if the Magiſtrate 
1 E 2 « believe 
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te believe ſuch a Law as this to be for F 
the publick Good ? I anſwer, As the | Y 


private Judgment of any particular | 7 


„ Perſon, if erroneous, does not exempt 
* him from the Obligation of the Fan: 4 
ſo the private Judgment (as I may call 

*< it) of the Magiſtrate does not give bim 

any new Right of impoſing Laws p. 2 
* on his Subjects, which neither was in 

« the Conſtitution of the ne 

«« granted him, 207 ever was in the 8 ; 
of the People fo graut. And leaſt off 
« all, if he make it his Buſineſs to en · f 
rich and adorn his Followers, and F E I- 
* LOW SEC TARIES With the Spoil 
of others.” Mr. Locke's own Words 
are much better and clearer than his 
Tranſlators; and therefore T'll give them 
to you in che Margin.“ 1 
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* Magiſtratus nec in ſua, nec (quod multo minus lice! 
in aliena eccle/za poteſt ritus aliquos ecclefiaſticos, vel ceremons 


721tur, bis, que ab omnibus conceditur, magiſtratus i 
res adtaphoras poteſtatem, que ſi auferatur, nulla reſt 


lum fer endarum materia © — Non inde tamen ſequin 
Ma 
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Po return now to our Author. © Look” 
ſays he, © into the preſent Conſtitution 
« of Parliament, and fee how Natural 
« Rights ſtand there. Can any Right be 

7 « more 


n 1 
a | _ a 


quod licitum fit magiſtratus de quavis re indifferente quod- 
cung; placuerit ſlatuere, p. 46, 47. 

Quid ſi ediclo juſferit magiſtratus quod private conſcientiæ 
videatur illicitum? Rep. — Quad fi lex fit de rebus extra 
magiſtratus provinciam poſitis, ſcilicet ut populus tjufue pars 
aligua ad alienam religionem, [n:t a ſtrange Religion, 
but the Religion of any one elſe] amplefendam, & ad 
alios ritus tranſire cogatur, ea lege non tenentur aliter ſen- 


tientes: Quandoguidem ad rerum hujus vitæ ſolummodo con- 


fervandam privato cuig; poſſe/ſionem, nec alium in finem 
'nita eft Societas politica; anime ſug et rerum cæleſtium 
cura, (que ad civitatem non pertinet, nec ei ſulfici potuit) 
privato cuiq; reſervata atq; retenta, p. 70, 71. 

Sed aices : Quid ji magiſtratus credat hoc in bonum pub- 
licum fieri © Reſp. Duemadmodum privatum catjuſq; ju- 
dicium, fi falſum ſit, illum a legum obligatione nequaquam 
eximit, fic privatum (ut ita dicam) magiſtratus fudicium 
nouum illi in fubditos legum ferendarum jus non acquirity 
quod ipſa reipublice conſtitutione illi non conceſſum fuit, nec 


concedi quidem potuit: multo minus fi id agat magiſtra- 


tus, ut ſuos aſſeclas, ſuæ ſectæ addictos. [not his Fel- 
low Sectaries, but ſuch as are of his Perſuaſion] alio- 
rum ſpojis augeat et ornet, p. 72. Epiſtola de Tole- 
rantia, 


19 


% more Natural than, that they whoſe I 
Property is to be diſpoſed of, ſhould 
have a Vote in returning thoſe who are 
4 to diſpoſe it; and yet what Numbers 
are excluded from Voting? — Has not 
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« every one a Natural Right to a Capa- 
city of repreſenting his Country in Par- 
« liament? — And yet what Numbers 
are now excluded from Receiving that 
« Truſt. — Juſt ſo it is, and no other- 


« wile, in the Caſe of the Corporation and 
« Teſt Acts. 


Ir it appears to be 7ſt ſo and no other- | 
wiſe to this Author, yet to others that | 
are concerned in this Debate, it appears 


to be quite otherwiſe. It may be right 
to limit Voters; it may be juſt to limit 


the Repreſentatives in Parliament as to 


Numbers, and to Eftates: And the So- 


ciety can conſent to this. But tis quite 
otherwiſe in Matters of Religion. A Man 


may part with his Civil Rights; it is not 
in the Power of the People to grant a- 


way their Religious ones: The Legiſla- 


flature my have the one, as being the 
Director 
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3 Director and Judge of what is beſt for 


me Publick; The other has no relation 
to the End of Civil Society. Here then 


is a greit Miſtake in the Repreſentation 
and Compariſon of civil and religious 


F ; Rights ; as if they were Natural Rights | 


- = of the ſame Kind; as if they were borh 
s EZ cqually the Concern and Care of the Ma- 
t giſtrate; and that he could act in the one 
juſt ſo and no otherwiſe, than he does in 
the other. 


Bur let us ſuppoſe for once, that this 


and uo otherwiſe in civil and religious 
Kiste; as indeed I think it muſt be to 
J every one that knows no Religion but the 
3 Magiſtrate's Religion. Yet, what is all 
this to the Purpoſe ? The Point to be 
ſ proved is, That 20 Time at all is proper 
te to apply for a Repeal of the Corporation 
| Jand Teſt Acts. The Legiſlature of the 
xt Kingdom,“ fays he, © has thought fit 
1= |< to eſtabliſh a National Church, as the 


- “ beit Means of promoting Religion, and 


e preſerying Peace and Order in the State: 


* 8 And. 


_compuriſon is juſt, and that tis zuſt 6 


* 1 ** 
reer r - 
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« And now they ſtand accuſed by theſe | 

Men of an unjuſt Ufurpation upon Na- E 
< tural Rights, becauſe they have taken 
“Care that none be admitted to Offices 

of Power and Truſt — who were ob- N 
< higed in Conſcience to deſtroy it as L 
& ſoon as they can.” I anſwer, 


THe Legiſlature, enacted and kept in 
Force Penal Laws for a Century toge- | 
ther, and they did this © as the beſt Means 
« of promoting Religion, and preſerving f 
“Peace and Order in the State.“ And] 
yet as theſe have been repealed; and the : 
bf good Effes” of ſuch Repeal, are by this 
Author acknowledged; and the N atioria , 
Church” ſtill continues; fo if theſe two 
Ads were repealed, what Harm will en- 
ſue to the © National Church?“ Has the 
National Church no other Law to ſup- 
port it but the Corporation and Teſt Acts 
Is it thoſe Laws only, or chiefly, which 


Conſtitute the eſtabliſh'd National Church 

If not, then the National Church“ ma 

ſubſiſt, if thoſe Laws were repealed ; ju 
: 9 


14} 

as it ſubſiſted a. National Church” be⸗ 
fore ever thoſe Laws were made. 
HERR then we have an Aan ö 
urged, which ſuppoſes Civil Rights and 
Religious Rights equally capable of being 
= abridged by the Legiſlatufe. Then it 
Z ſuppoſe that the Repeal of the Teſt Act, 


in will actually 4er in the Diſſenters into 
| Offices; whereas it only removes an In- 
n5Y capacity; and puts them only upon an 
NSW equal Footing with others: Then it ſup- 
nd | poles that they will deſtroy the Church 
he as ſoon as they can,” in Conſequence 
a} of their being in Offices; whereas they 
na 


are qualified to do it now as much as they 
Wo can be then. And laſtly, allowing all 
theſe Suppoſals to be proved, not one of 
which is or can be proved, ſtill there 
up- wants ſome Medium to prove that 20 

Time can be proper to apply for a Repeal 
| of thoſe Acts, unleſs you can prove that 
cha Rule of Right is conſtantly and perpetu- 
MY any to be broke thro' for Fear of a poſſible 
Ju accidental Eyent, which may be guarded 
a) of againſt, 
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againſt, or prevented by a thouſand dif. 


ferent Circumſtances. 
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IN hd following Pages, this Author 


ſeems to imagine that the whole Queſtion 


turns upon this — “ Whether or no the 
« Civil Power can effab/iſh a National 


Church: And if it can, whether it is, 


« or is not, conducive to the Ends of Re- 
* ligion aid of publick Peace and Or- 
> der, that ſuch a Church be eſtabliſped; 
and after the Eſtabliſhment, that it be 
maintained and preſeryed. TR 


* 


8 


* 


Tux Point this Author undertook to 
prove was, That 20 Time can be proper 
to apply for a Repeal of the Corporation 
and Teſt Acts. Tis here ſuppoſed and 


admitted, that there may be an eſtabliſh'd | 
Church; and I ask, whether the Church 


of England would not be the eftabliſh'd 
Church, if theſe Acts were repealed, as 
much as it was the eſtabliſhed Church 


before theſe Acts were made? Was it not 


the Eſtabliſhed Church when all the Pe- 
nal Laws of Queen Elizabeth, and King 


James 


wad koh & + 


, JF — — — cot r | "© _- 1 thai © 
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James I. were in Force? Did it not con. 


liuue the Eſtabliſhed Church after the 
Toleration Act paſſed? The Act of To- 
leration repealed five Penal Laws: Sup- 
| poling that it had repealed Seven Acts 


inſtead of Five, i. e. had added the Two 
now in Debate, would that have made 


| it ceaſe to be the Eſtabliſhed Church? 


If it would; then this Author muſt main- 


tain, that tis neceſſary to the very Be- 
ing of an Eſtabliſhed Church, that there 
ſhould be two Incapacitating Laws in 


Which if he will aſſert, I will 


Force. 


| undertake to make it appear, that there 
is no Eſtabliſhed Church in Holland, nor 
in Srorland : And I will venture to add, 


That upon that Scheme, there ought not 
to be one in England. For thus he -pro» 


| ceeds: 


« 1 F. + ich be expected, that the Diſ- 
« ſenters ſhould ſtrengthen this Argu- 
« ment of Natural Right by Inſtances 
« fetch'd from other Countries, where 


they could alledge, that Civil Offices 


Fare beſtowed without any Regard to 
_ Re.” 
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Affection or DiſaffeQion to the Nation- 
al Religion. But if no ſuch Inſtances 
c are to be found — one would hope that 
* common Modeſly ſhould reſtrain Peo- 
ple from ſuppoſing that all Countries 
(even Holland it ſelf fo famed for Li- 
ce berty) could go on without Remorſe, 


N 


4 


* 


e in a Practice ſo unjuſt and abominable, 


* as this has been repreſented.” Here 


again, 


W have Declamation and Amuſe- 
ment, but no Reaſoning. For, 


I/t. SUPPOSE that I could produce 90 
Inſtance at all from other Countries, where 
Civil Offices are beſtowed upon Perſons 
who diſſent from the National Church? 
Would this amount to Evidence againſt 
what is Right in it ſelf? Or if I can pro- 


duce ſuch In vances, will this Writer him- 


{elf acquieſce in them as being RIGA in 


themſelyes ? 


24ly, THIS Author himſelf is forced 
io allow the © * good Effects” of the To- 
leration 


e- 


4 


leration here; and ſeems to he willing 


to think that thoſe were © as able Heads 


as any Age had produced” who ſet- 
tled it: Yet I ask, Can he alledge an In- 
ſtance fetch'd from any Part of Europe, 

Holland excepted, and Ourſelves. where 
a Toleration Act is paſſed ? Look into 
Spain or Portugal, France or Germa- 
25, Italy or Savoy, and fee if a Tolera- 
tion be allowed in all thoſe great Coun- 


tries? Suppoſe now that J ſhould declaim 


againſt a Toleration in the Words of this 


Author, — © One would hope that com- 
* mon Modeſty ſhould reſtrain People 


_ © from ſuppoſing that all Countries (be- 
* ſides Holland and Great Britain) 


could go on without Remorſe, in a 
Practice ſo unjuſt and abominable as 
* this has been repreſented in ſome late 
* Writings.” Where is the Want of Mo- 
deſty in ſuppoſing that great Nations may 
do wrong, when in Fact we every Day 
ſee them doing wrong? Is not this Rea- 
ſoning exactly the ſame againſt a Tolera- 
tion., as it is againſt the Repealing theſe 
Acts? Or as if Example, and not the 
Rule 
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Rule of Right, were to be the Meaſure 
of our Eſtimate of Things? But I add, 


 3dly, Thar in Jcorland there is no 
Incapacitating Law, whereby an Epiſco- 
paliau is unqualified for any Place of 
Power or Truſt. This therefore is a 
direct Inſtance, where a National 
Church” is eſtabliſhed without Incapa- 
citatiing Laws. 


Bur as a particular Appeal is made 


to Holland, I muſt own my Surprize, that 
this Author ſhould mention that Country 


as to his Purpoſe; or put us in Mind how 
much it ſerves our own. T'll give you 
the Words of a Noble Author, who plead- 
ed the Rights of the Diſſenters many 
Years ago. The United Provinces,” 
fays he, admit all Diſſenters to Mili- 


40 tary Employments by Sea and Land, 


« without excluding Papiſts, and not 
«© without good Service from them. an- 
« genburgh, a Popiſh General, gaincd a 


+ Victory the laſt Summer by his Fideli. 
8 ty and Courage, when a General, 


8 chat 


= 
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„ that was a Conformiſt to the Nation- 
« al Church, had thro” Treachery and 


« Cowardice, loſt it and fled. — They 
© admit Members of the Engliſh, Scotch, 


“ and Walloon Churches indifferently to 


the Legiſlature, and to all Civil Em- 


« ployments : Tho' if a Subjection to 
another Eccleſiaſtical Authority, or 


ſome little Differences in Worſhip or 


« Diſcipline, make a Man a Diſſenter 
from the Eſtabliſhment, the Eugliſb. 
« Scotch, and Wäalloon Churches are 
Diſſenters rom the Dutch Eftabliſh- 


90 ment. 


+» N OR are the Arminians excluded 
« from making and executing of Laws 
« by any Statute, tho' they are a Facti- 


on in the State, and have always op- 
< poſed the Authority of the Princes of 


« Orange. Upon that Account indeed 
« they haye ſeldom had the Favour of 
the Goyernment. — But they are ex- 


c cluded by 20 Law ; and ſome few 


« of them have all along had conſiderable 
" | Poſts, both in particular Towns and 
" «+ Proyinces ; : 


* 
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Wi Provinces ; and in the Employments 
4 « of the general Union. 


N VVNo Law requires any Perſon in pub- 
4 lick Employments (I only ſpeak of 
#4 « Proteſtants employ'd in the Civil Go- 
« yernment of Holand) to take Religious 
19 « Oaths, to ſubſcribe or abjure any Ar- 


40 . | | V 

60 « ticles; or commands them to take 

167 2 - , | 

Hh i « the Sacrament with the Eſtabliſhed : 

fi. « Church; or not to frequent, or com- 

109 cc : | | 5 
| municate with any Other. People 1n- 
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| „ deed that have Civil Employments in 

| _ « Holland, generally receive the Sacra- | 
1 « ment once a Year with the Dutch J 
1 Church, or with the Diflenting Churches | 
1 of the Engliſh, Scots, or Malluous; {| 
10 < but even this is done to comply with 
bY « the common Cuſtom, or to have the 
1 better Credit with the Government, or fe 
Tal « the People — but not in Obedience to | 
19 any Law by which it is enjoined.” . 
0 Rights of the Proteſtant Diſſenters to _ |« 
Wo an abſolute Toleration, p. 5$—60, T 


— 
1 


For T 


WW. 


[ 
1 5 
| | | | 0 
| 
: , ” l y 
i 


[ 49 ] 


For my own Part I was curious enough, 
not long ſince, to get a Friend to write 
over to Holland, and to deſire an Anſwer 
to theſe Two enen 


1. WHETHER in the United Pro- 
vinces, they that have any Civil Em- 
ployment, do conſtantly conform to the 
Eſtabliſhed Church, and take the Sacra- 


ment there ? 


WHETHER there be any Law to 
Vie them to it ? 


1 LL give you the Anſwer; which 1 
think full to the Purpoſe. 


cc T HERE is no Law extant to deter- 


* mine that thoſe who have Civil Employ- 


« ments ſhall receive the Sacrament once 
* or oftner: That as the Laws concerning 


«« Religion are different in different Places, 
& and with Regard to different Employ- 
«« ments; ſo ſome times it 1s ſaid, that to 


enjoy ſuch an Employment, one muſt 
G „ be 


(IV: 
be well affetted | in Dutch, Toege- 
Adaan] to the Reformed Religion: Some- 
times it is ſaid, One muſt be of that 
Religion. In theſe two Caſes no En- 
« quiry is made, Whether they that are pre- 
« ferr'd to theſe Employments have been 
« admitted to the Sacrament. If they have 
« been of a different Perſuaſion or Set, it 
js enough that, for the future, they uſu- 
ally reſort to theReformed Church, with- 
out returning to that which they left.“ 


INSTANCES then may be fetch'd from 
Other Countries, where Civil Offices are 
beſtowed on ſuch as Diſſent from the Na- 
tional Religion. I will add, That the 
Imperial General, Zumjungen, was a Pro- 
teſtant. That © it continues to be the 
« Cuſtom in ſeveral Electorates, diſtin& | 
« Soycreignties, Free Cities of the Ger- 
« man Empire, in Bohemia, and in 
Hungary to admit Diſſenters to the 
higheſt Poſts. And conſequently, that 
*tis unaccountable in this Author to urge 
this Plea in Fayour of his Cauſe, to ſhew | 

that 


"P31 


that no Time can be proper to Repeal 
theſe Incapacitating Laws. | 


Taree is indeed a ſeeming Difficul- 
ty ſtarted, taken from the Act of Union 
in the 67h of Queen Anne. *Tis there 
faid, that all and ſingular Acts of 
o Parliament then in Force, for the 
« Eftabliſhment and Preſervation of the 
Church of England, and the Doctrine, 
« Worſhip, Diſcipline, and Government 
thereof, ſhall remain and be in full 
Force for ever: And this Act is de- 
« clared to be an Eſſential aud Funda- 
mental Part of the Union between 
« the Two Kingdoms.” From hence 'tis 
inſinuated that 20 Time can be proper to 
Repeal or Explain the Teſt and Corpora- 
tion Acts, unleſs we would violate an 
Eſſential and Fundamental Part of the 
Union between the Two Kingdoms. But 
this After-t hought will do his Cauſe as 
little Service as any other Part of his 
Book. For, 


2 


0 


A 
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T ANSWER I/½, That the AF of UV. 
210% Was paſſed to ſecure the true Pro- 
 teſiant Religion, profeſſed and eftabliſh- 
ed by Law in the Church of England, 
and the Doftrine, Worſhip, Diſcipline, 
and Government thereof. And all AQs 
of Parliament in Force for thoſe Ends 
were to continue in full Force for ever. 
Now the Corporation and Teſt Acts were 
not made for thoſe Ends. The Teſt Ac 

was ro prevent Dangers which may hap- 
pen from Popiſh Recuſants. And the 
Corporation Act was to aſcertain the Va- 
lidity of Elections of Magiſtrates and 
other Officers and Members in Corpora- 
tions, to the End that the Succeſſion iu 
fe uch Corporations may be moſt probably 
perpetuated i in the Hands of Perſons well 
affected 0 his Majeſty and the Eſtabliſh'd 

Government: and for Preſervation of 
the publick Peace both in Church and 
State. Neither of theſe Acts therefore 
can be conſtrued to be Acts for the E/ta- 
bliſhment and Preſervation of the Church 
of England, and the Doctrine, Worſhip, 
— DiKapline, 


E 


Diſcipline, and Government thereof. The 
Teſt Act in particular was not made for the 
Security of the Doctrine, Worſhip, Dif- 
cipline, and Government of the Church, 
but for Security of the Hate againſt Po- 

piſh Recuſants. And the Corporation 
Act was not for the Security of the ſame 
Points, but for the aſcertaining the Vali- 
dity of Eleftions of Officers in Corpora- 


tions; and in Conſequence of that, for 


the Preſervation of the publick Peace 
in CHURCH and STATE. Unleſs there- 
fore this Author can maintain that © pub. 
« lick Peace in Church and State” is the 
ſame with Doctrine, Worſhip, Diſti- 


pline, and Government of the Church of 


England. theſe Acts were in no Senſe in- 


cluded in the Act for ſecuring the Church 


at the Union. But, 


I MUsT OILY that at the ſame 
Time when the Church of England was 


thus ſecured, an Act paſſed for Securing 


the Proteſtant Religion and r 
Church - Government in Scotland, 


which Her Majeſty with the Advice * 


Saaler, 


. 4 

Conſent of the ſaid Eſtates in Parlia- 
ment, doth hereby eſtabliſh and confirm 
zhe ſaid TRUE Proteſtant Religion, and 
the Worſhip, Diſcipline, and Govern- 
ment of this Church, without any Alte- 
ration to the People of this Land in all 
ſucceeding Generations : And more eſpe- 
cially — for ever confirms the fifth Act of 
the firſt Parliament of King William and 
Queen Mary with the haill other Acts 
of Parliament relating thereto, &c. and 
this Act likewiſe is declared to be © a 
« Fundamental and Eſſential Condition 
« of the ſaid Treaty or Union in all 
« Time coming,” 4 


Now, if the Parliament of Great Bri- 
tain hath in ſeveral Particulars thought 
it not inconſiſtent with the Articles of 
Union, to explain ſome Points relating 
to the Diſcipline or Government of the 
Church of Scotland, it may likewiſe, if 
it thinks fit, explain ſome Points rela-. 
ting to the Diſcipline or Government of 
the Church of England, without any 
Breach of the Articles of Union. But in 

F Fa& 
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Fact it has done ſo in Relation to the 
Church of Scotland. Therefore it may 
do ſo in Relation to the Church of Eug- 
land. 


I Now ſuppoſe the Corporation and 


Teſt Acts to be, what I have already 


proved that they are mot, within the 
Act of Union: And ftill l fay that the 
Parliament of Great Britain is not tied 
up from Explaiming thoſe Acts; ſince 
they have already explained ſeveral Points 
in the Articles of Union, and particular- 
ly ſome in Relation to the Diſcipline and 


| Government of the Church of Scotlaud, 
notwithſtanding that Act's being as Fun- 


damental and Eſſential to the Church 
of Scotland, as any Act can be to the 
Church of England. And to name an 


| Inſtance or Two: By the Act concerning 


Patronages paſſed in 1690, i. e. long be- 


fore the Union, the Diſpoſition of Va- 
cancies in the Church of Scotland, was 


in the Heritors and Miniſters: And now, 


tis no longer in them, but in the Patron's 


Hands, 
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Hands, by an Act made the roth of Queen 


Anne. 


AGAIN. In Scotland there was an Act 
for ſettling the Quiet and Peace of the 
Church, paſſed in the fourth Seſſions of the 


flirſt Parliament of Milliam and Mary, 
c. 22. And in it is ratisfy'd, that one 


be admitted or continued to be a Mini- 
ſter, or Preacher in this Church, unleſs 
they—own Presbyterian Government as 
now ſettled, to be the only Government 
of this Church, and will ſubmit there- 
to, and never Endeavour the Prejudice 
thereof. And in the cloſe of it, 'tis ra- 
tified, That the Lords of their Majeſty's 
Privy Council, and all other Magi- 
ſtrates, Fudges, and Officers of Fuſtice, 


give all due Aſſiſtance for making the 


Sentences aud Cenſures of the Church, 
and Judicatures thereof” to be obey'd, or 
otherways Effeftual as accords. This 
Act was confirmed with Others, at the 
Union. But then in the Tenth of Queen 


Anne, there was an Act, That it ſhall 
be Free e and Lawful for all thoſe of the 


Epiſcopal 
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Epiſcopal Communion ix Scotland t meet 
and aſſemble for the Exerciſe of divine 
Worſhip : And all Sheriffs, &c. are to 
give all Manner of Protection, Aid 
and Aſſiſtance to ſuch Epiſtopal Mini- 
erg. — And whereas, SINCE THE E- 
STABLISHMENT of the Presbyterian 
Government in Scotland, ſome Laws have 
been made againſt the Epiſcopal Clergy 
Land particularly an Act paſſed in 1695, 
zntitled, An Act againſt irregular Bap- 
tiſms and Marriages, by which all Epiſ- 
copal Miniſters are prohibited 70 baptize 
any Children. — Be it enacted, — That 
the ſaid Act above-mentioned be repeal- 
ed and annulled, Sc. And be it further 
declared and enacted, That no Civil Pain, 
or Forfeiture — ſhall be in any Ways i in- 
curred by any Perſon by reaſon of any 
Excommunication, or Proſecution in or- 
der to Excommunication, by the Church 
Judicatories in that Part of Great Bri- 
tain called Scotland ; and all Civil Ma- 
giſtrates, are hereby expreſly prohibited 
aud diſcharged t Force or Compel any 
Perſon or Perſons to appear when ſium- 
. H mond, 


98] 
moned, or to give Obedience to any ſuch 
Sentence when pronounced, any Law or 


Cuftom to the contrary notwithſtanding. 


Wur nr now is the mighty © Difficul- 
« ty” in Repcaling the Teſt and Corpo- 
ration Acts, even ſuppoſing them to be, 
what they are not, wichin the Act which 
cſtabliſhed the Church of England, at 
the Union? Surely 'tis not more incon- 
ſiſtent with the Rights of the Church of 
England, than what was done in Queen 
Anne's Time to the Church of Scotland! 


Bur 340 „This Author forgets that 
ſince the Union, viz. in King George the 

Firſt's Time, Part of the Corporation Act 
it felf was repealed ; and conſequent- 
ly, it was not by the Parliament it ſelf 
thought tobe an Eſſential Condition of the 
533 


Trrs Argument therefore of this Wri- 
ter is founded, firſt, upon a Suppoſition 
which is entirely groundleſs; and then, 
granting. the . to be good, it 

does 
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does not prove that 1s Time is proper to 
apply to Parliament for a Repeal or Ex- 
planation of theſe Acts: And laſtly, it is 
falſe in Fact, ſince One of theſe Acts has 
in Part been repealed already. 


And now I come to conſider the laſt. 
Page of this remarkable Treatiſe, where. 
in 'tis inſinuated that the“ Bounds be- 
« tween the Church and the Diſſenters 
cannot be more wiſely adjuſted than is 
already done in the Settlement made 
« by the Legiſlature immediately after 
the Revolution; when that Matter was 
i maturely conſidered by as able Heads 
« as any Age has produced, and at a 
Time when the Diſſenters cannot pre- 
tend, that there was not a Diſpoſition 
« to conlider their Cale in the moſt fayou- 
« rable Light, that the Conftitution in 
« Church and State would fairly admit. 9 
Now, 


cc 
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SUPPOSING that at that Time the 
Circumſtances of Affairs would not fazrly 
« admit” of doing more for the Cauſe of 
true Liberty than was done; can therefore 
H 2 10 
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20 Time ever happen which may remove 
Prejudices, or Obſtacles; and make that 
proper which, in given Circumſtances, 


might be impracticable? A Toleration was 


once repreſented as © the Nurſe of Fac- 
tion, as conſiſtent neither with Chri- 
« ſtian Religion, right Reaſon, nor the 


0 Safety and Trade of the Kingdom ; as 


giving Courſe to the moſt extravagant, 


« the moſt abſurd Opinions, under the Co- 
« Hour of Religion and Conſcience, Whilſt 


it was painted in ſuch ugly Colours, and 


made to appear ſo frightful, no Wonder that 


it was limited, and confined to narrower 


Bounds than it ought to have been. The 
 wileſt and moſt able both Churchmen and 


Diſſenters, were at that very Time far from 
being pleaſed with the Limitations of that 
Act: Bur yet it was ſome Satisfaction that 


they got ſo far. I mentioned before Mr. 


Locke's Judgment; and I cannot but add 
what he ſays concerning the @uakers Con- 


feſſion of Faith which is mentioned in 
the Toleration Act, becauſe it will be a 
further Teſtimony of his Sentiments, 
that every Thing was not then ſo w2/c- 
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ly adjuſted, as this Writer pretends. © De 
FtᷓF̃uramento Yuakeris aiſpenſatum eſt , 
nec illis obtruſa fuiſſet malo exemplo 
. illa quam in lege videbis confeſſio fi- 
dei, fi aliqui eorum iſtam fidei con- 


* 77 onem non obtuliſſent ; quod impru- 


* dens factum multi inter illos et cor- 


& datiores valde dolent. Locke's Letters, 


P- 331. The Quakers are diſpenſed with 
from taking an Oath : Nor had that Con- 
« feſſion of Faith, which you'll ſee in the 
*« Toleration Act, been forced upon them, 
a very ill Example, if ſome of them 
** had not offered it themſelves; for which 
imprudent Fact many of them, and 

thoſe the wi/eft, arc heartily Sorry.” 


* 


MR. Locke, as J before ſhewed, com- 
plained that the Act in general was not 
of that Latitude that a good Chriſtian 
would deſire: Here he complains of what 
was done in Relation to the Quakers in 


particular. Now can any one imagine 
that he thought the Toleration Act the 


true Barrier betwixt the Church and Diſ- 
ſenters, or that che Bounds were ſo fixed. 
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no farther than they did; 
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that they © could not be more e ad. 


« fjuſted, when he declares it be only 


ſomething done; mere Beginnings, upon 


which /ometime or other a Superſtructure 
might be raiſed ; when he adds, Aliquid 


eſt prodire _ 


Bur whatever was the Reaſon that thoſe 
great Men at that Time, thoſe Heads as 
„able as any Age has produced,” went 
tis ridiculous 
now to portend mighty Miſchiets, if any 


| Alteration be made in Behalf of Liberty. 
Tis aſſerted by this Writer, and at the ſame 


Time all Pretenſion to a Spirit of Pro- 
Yhecy is diſclaimed, that “ whenever the 
© Church ſhall break in upon the Tolerati- 
on, or the Toleration upon the Church, 
« the Peace of this Country is at an End.” 
J ſuppoſe he does not mean, that if the 
Churchmen {hall attempt the leaſt Alte- 


ration in the Toleration AQ, tho' it be to 


make Men more happy, (this has already 


been the Caſe in more Inſtances than one) 


that then the Peace of the Nation will be 


at an End ;—but I ſuppoſe he means, that 
if 


ſio 
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if the Churchmen ſhould at any Time 
make the Terms of the Toleration nar- 
rower than it is, then Miſchiefs will a. 
riſe. This I readily acknowledge. But 
what is the Meaning of the other Clauſe 
If the Toleration breaks in upon the 
« Church, then the Peace of this Coun- 
« try is at an End?” What does he 
mean by Toleration in this Clauſe? In 
the firſt Part of this ſhort Aphoriſm, 1 
ſignified the Toleration Act: But it can- 
not be taken in that Senſe in the ſecond 
Part. Does he mean the Perſons tolera- 
ted, i. e. the Diſſenters? Then his Mean- 
ing is, — if the Diſſenters break in upon 
the Church, then the Peace of this 
Country is at an End: What now is 
the Meaning of breaking in upon; and 
laſtly, what is the Meaning of — the 
Church, in this Clauſe ? Whilſt every 
Word ſtands in need of a particular Ex- 
plication, I ſhall ſuſpend, and declare 
that J cannot ſay whether this Aphoriſm, 
as it lies, be true or falſe: But this I 
will aver and maintain, that the Conceſ- 
ſion of Liberty is the way to heal all our 
Breaches ; 
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Hh to big the Diſſenters 1 to Con- 
formity; it is for the Intereſt of the King- 
dom; it is for the Intereſt of the Church 
it ſelf; it is the true Means of ſecuring 
the Peace of this Country, and the only 
one that can eſtabliſh it for ever; and 
bleſſed be they that contribute to ſo good 
and uſeful a Work! 
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The CORPORATION and TEST 
ACTS ſhewn to be of 19 Importance to the Cnuncn 
of ENGLAND. 
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